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ABSTRACT 

This paper analyzes introductory sections of selected academic articles published in some reputable journals 

within the framework of ‘create-a-research-space’ (or CARS) model. The purpose is to examine how and whether such 

sections of the papers follow the pattern outlines in the CARS model. This model represents the current thinking on writing 

a good introduction in an academic paper. The ‘data’ were collected through random selection of some articles published 

in three selected journals. Content analysis procedure was employed in the analysis of the data. Findings reveal that the 

introductions studied remarkably display and manifest all the three moves proposed by the model.  
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INTRODUCTION 

In writing an academic paper (hereafter, AP), introduction is very important because it enables the author(s) to 

establish overall area of concern, arouses interest and communicates information essential to the reader’s comprehension of 

what follows (Elbow, 1981). When carefully and artistically crafted, introductions not only help in gaining and sustaining 

reader’s attention, but also help to establish the reputation of the author in the field of the discourse. Thus, the importance 

attached to the writing of introductions in research papers motivated some scholars to explore various methods through 

which research findings could be effectively introduced so as to maximize the benefits accruing from good and effective 

introductions.  

This paper therefore examines the introductory sections of some published academic papers using the                     

‘create-a-research-space’ (or CARS) model (Swales and Feak 2004:243). This model which provides a pattern which an 

introduction section of an AP should typically follow represents the current thinking on howa ‘good’ introduction should 

look like, the features it should exhibit and the strategies it should employ to achieve its full potentials (Behrens et al 2005, 

Langan 2008).The model outlinesthree essential moves which should characterize the introductory section of an academic 

paper (Swales & Feak 2004). 

Moves in Academic Paper Introductions 

Move 1 Establishing a Research Territory 

a. By showing that the general research area is important, central,interesting or relevant in some way 

b. By introducing and reviewing items of previous research in the area (obligatory) 

Move 2 Establishing a Niche 

a. By indicating a gap in the previous research, or by extending previous knowledge in some way (obligatory) 
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Move 3 Occupying the Niche 

       a. By outlining purposes or stating the nature of the present research (obligatory) 

       b. By listing research questions or hypotheses 

       c. By announcing principal findings 

       d. By stating the present value of the research 

       e. By indicating the nature of the RP  

                                                                         (Swales and Feak 2004:244). 

Swales & Feak (2004) further explain that in moves one and three, there are elements which are not negotiable in 

the introduction which include introducing and reviewing items of previous research in the area as well as stating the 

purpose and nature of the present research. Other elements are however desirable but optional in line with the subject area 

or nature of the research task. On the other hand however, move two is obligatory as it provides the motivation for the 

research by indicating that the ‘research story so far is not yet complete’ (2004:257) thereby presenting a gap that needs to 

be filled.  

Data and Data Collection Procedure  

The data were collected through selection of some articles published in three selected journals. Note that the only 

criterion used in the selection of the articles is their availability to the researcher at the time of the study. Content analysis 

(Behrens et al, 2005) procedure is employed in the analysis. This procedure was chosen because it appears suitable for the 

present study as it allows the researcher to take each paper separately and examine how and whether its introductory 

section follows the pattern outlines in the CARS model. 

Data Analysis  

The Introduction in “Irony in Conversation” by Rebe cca Clift (See Appendix I for the Text) 

In a single paragraph introduction, the author of the above-mentioned paper follows some important aspects of the 

CARS model.  The first sentence which reads: “Recent years have seen a variety of characterizations of linguistic irony” 

establishes a research territory for the RP. This opening sentence also seems to signal Move 1(a) because it shows that the 

general research area is important since it has attracted some attentions in recent years. From sentences 2 to 3,                       

we sense Move 1(b) when the author attempts to introduce items of previous research in the area. Having introduced items 

of previous research, she moves to Move 2 which begins from sentence four to five. Here the author establishes a niche by 

showing how previous researches have not adequately address the issue. In the last two sentences of the opening 

paragraphs, she indicates Move 3 by outlining purposes of the RP as well as how she intends to develop the RP                 

(i.e., Moves 3a & e). 

The Introduction in “Age at Immigration and Second Language Proficiency among Foreign-Born Adults” by 

Gillian Stevens (See Appendix II for the Text) 

The author of this article uses the first sentence to claim centrality as well as review items of previous research. 

Move 1(a) begins with the first sentence of paragraph one where he shows that the research area is important.                            
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From second to the last sentence of the same paragraph, Move 1(b) was demonstrated by giving a general introduction of 

previous research in the area. In the next paragraph (i.e., paragraph 2), the author typifies Move 2 by establishing a niche 

through indicating the gap in the previous research. Finally, Move 3 (a., c. & e.) characterizes paragraph 3 where the writer 

outlines the purpose of the RP (paragraph 3, sentence 1), indicates the structure of the RP (paragraph 3, sentence 2-3) as 

well as announces principal findings of the RP (paragraph 3, sentence 4-5).     

The Introduction in “The Grammaticalization of Part icipant Roles in the Constitution of Expert Identity” by 

Gregory M. Matoesian (See Appendix III for the Text) 

In the Introduction of this article, the first sentence of opening paragraph begins Move 1; this sentence shows that 

the general research area is problematic (Move 1a.), similarly, from sentences 2 of the same paragraph to the last sentence 

of the next paragraph (i.e., paragraph 2) the author goes to the next move, that is Move 2 where he introduces and reviews 

some items of previous research in the area. In the third paragraph, he uses Move 3(a) to signify the purpose and nature of 

the RP and; in the final paragraph of the introduction section, the extension of move 3(a) as well as the structure of the RP, 

(i.e., move 3e.) were shown. 

The Introduction in  “Imaging a President: Rawlings in the Ghanaian” Chronicle by Kweku Osam (See Appendix 

IV for the Text)  

The author’s use of Move one is fascinating as he uses the first and second sentences of the opening paragraph to 

claim centrality: ‘Since it has been observed the World over that discourse in the media could provide the basis of this type 

of work,’ the author feels justified partaking especially as abundant studies, albeit using the traditional approach, exist to 

show such attempts. It is significant to realise that he also introduces Move two by the above observation and by further 

indicating his intention to use the Critical Discourse Analysis (CDA) to carry out his own examination, in a way extending 

previous knowledge. It is also interesting to note that from the second to the fourth paragraphs, he deploys the use of 

relevant literature to show case the significance of the study especially when viewed against the important role of the 

media in the political struggle of the time under review. In the final paragraph, he uses Move three to lucidly indicate what 

he aims to achieve by undertaking this academic exercise. 

The Introduction in “Standard Englishes: What do American undergraduates think?”, By Angela Karstadt (See 

Appendix V for the Text) 

Here, the author uses the first sentence to claim centrality as well as review items of previous research. From 

sentences five to eleven, we sense the use of the Second move where she tries to extend previous knowledge. Towards the 

end of the opening paragraph, we could see traces of Move three (a & b). The whole of the second and last paragraph is 

devoted to various elements of the third move; occupying the niche. 

The Introduction in  “Code-switching and lexical borrowing: Which is what in Ghanaian English?”, by Kari Dako 

(see Appendix VI for the text).  

In this article, the first ten lines of the opening paragraph depict the author’s attempt to establish a research 

territory by presenting the central focus of the research so that the reader could appreciate the importance and relevance of 

the area under review. Of particular interest is the introduction of a gap in sentences six to eight where the author refers to 

the research topic as ‘a variety whose features have been more or less fully recognised and described’. This apparently 
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provides the basis for the work; to fill in the gap not taken care of by previous efforts. The writer further extends the use of 

Move two from sentence eleven to the end of the first paragraph by attempting to show her intention to extend the previous 

knowledge by using the ten years collections of Ghanaianisms as a research tool. In the final paragraph, she uses Move 

three to signify the purpose, the research question as well as her findings. 

CONCLUSIONS 

From the foregoing, we can deduce that the six introductions analyzed in this essay remarkably display and 

manifest all the three moves proposed by Swale and Feak’s (2004) CARS model. Evidently, the obligatory ones among the 

three, that is, Move 1b and Move 2 are all represented as the writers both establish the rationale for the study by reviewing 

or attempting to extend previous knowledge. In addition, we can see vividly how the authors were able to create a gap in 

the previous research thus, providing them with reasons to attempt to bridge that gap. However, other sub aspects of the 

three moves feature in some while in others they are absent. Perhaps that could be attributed to the nature of the RP and 

probably the research procedure. Another interesting observation is the way and manner the authors use the three moves, 

(i.e., the order of presentation). The introductions do not manifest any fix chronological order of presentation as they are 

used interchangeably.  
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